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TWO YEARS
SINCE THE FALL OF
CAETANO

by MIKE EVANS

THE PHASES OF THE PORTUGUESE REVOLUTION

Two vears ago one hundred thousand workers packed the streets -
of Ema%: in ﬂ_m@ most joyful and triumphant May Day celebration "
Europe had seen for a quarter of a century. Soldiers fratermnised umn
the crowd, with red carnations in the Eﬁn—.mm of their guns. Awell-org
anised military. coup, aimed at liquidating the bankrupt dictatorship, .
ending the hopeless colonial war in Africa, and modernising Portugu-
ese capitalism, had overthrown the old regime; but when Caetano
handed over power to Spinola, he said:

“General, I surrender the government to you. You must take care.
1 am frightened by the idea of power loose in the streets.”

next 18 months saw a series of major waves of working class
uaww_w_wa. Firstly, the workers hunted down and rooted out EM __nmmn
secret police of the old fascist regime, the PIDE. In factories, ._ro -

" ices, and on the land, the most reactionary supporters of .SM o ﬂn.
ime, were purged, thrown out, by the workers themselves. mnonn
strike wave swept Portugal as workers fought for decent wages an
conditions long denied them. - S

the senior officers of the MFA, to control the situat-
F:mﬂ%%__%_uﬂm the government representatives of the woa:n_mmuaa.ooa.
H:rmmﬂ and Socialist Parties. With their support, a number oﬂﬂb mus .
strike laws and curbs on the freedom of the press were _2_3 od. T
workers were not cowed by these measures, and speedily rendere

i;

Driven to desperation by working class militancy, Spinola and the
more conservative elements in the MFA launched two abortive
counter-coups — the 27th-28th September 1974 “march of the silent
majority”, which was crushed by armed workers and tank and file
mo_&ma“ and the 11th March 1975 attempted coup which led to
Spinola’s flight abroad.

Those events opened a new phase of the Portuguese revolution. In
February 1975 30,000 landless farm-workers in the south of Portugal
began to seize the land, confiscating the huge latifundia and setting -
up agricultural cooperatives. Particularly in and around Lisbon, work-
ers began to create commissions in the factories, to demand and to
win workers’ control. In the banks, the newspaper offices, and the

E&omﬁmmosm,souwonmmmmuam8:&.2_,o_.mxmuammomo_owm mzwmu&mmon
over the bosses. _ _

In the army discipline began to crumible. The barracks became cen-
tres of political debate and discussion. The MFA itself was increas-
ingly riven with divisions between the more conservative senior comm-
anders and the radicalised junior officers, Instead of the MFA embody-
ing “the Revolution” ‘above parties’, different elements in the MFA
aligned themselves more and more clearly with different parties.

The election of a Constituent Assembly on 25th April 1975 gave
the Socialist Party 38% of the vote, while the MFA’s call for blank - -
ballot papers won only 7%. The election result — 58% in total for
patties claiming allegiance to'the working class and to socialism —
undoubtedly demonstrated a massive popular will to fight for social-
ism. The SP won votes by its demagogy about socialism — after all,
if you want socialism, why not vote Socialist — and because it
appeared to stand for socialism and democracy. The concrete evid-
ence for this was the SP’s defence of elections against the CP/MFA
attempt to put them off indefinitely, and the SP support for strikes
which the government denounced and attacked. In addition, large
numbers of petty wozmwmomm voted SP because it seemed a bulwark
against ‘dictatorship of the right or of the left’, and the party most
in favour of civilian rather than military rule. = - :

Yet before the election the CP and SP had already promised slav-
ish subjection to the military leaders. Soares used the SP’s support to
launch an offensive against the workers who had occupied Republica,
a paper he wished to use as the exclusive mouthpiece of the right

wing leadership of the SP.
THE ‘REPUBLICA’ AFFA.

Republica had formerly been an E%mm:nm:ﬂ _wza..mgawﬁ paper..
Under Portuguese press law, which requires papers to state their polit-:

ical affiliation, it claimed still to'be such: Yet-the SP owners were -

{uming it into a narrow SP factional-organ: Journalists unsympathet- *

ic to the SP were forced to resign. The printworkers, alarmed by the -
undethand editorial clampdown, and alarmed also by the falling cire:
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A series of disputes finally led to the workers taking control and
the management calling in the military to close the paper down. The
management refused to reopen the paper unless the armed forces
took measures against ‘troublemakers’ among the workers. Because
of widespread popular support for the wmw.._w:om workers, including
in the Armed Forces, the workers were able to re-establish the paper
under their control. They ran it as an organ of workers’ democracy,

ublishing communiques of workers in struggle regardless of their
actional allegiance.

The SP’s claim that this was a Stalinist-inspired blow against the
SP’s freedom of expression (a claim unfortunately backed by many
avowed enoemwwmm«mm has little credibility. Certainly it is true that
Marxists stand for freedom of the press being realised through mater- _
ial facilities being made available to all currents of opinion (including ‘ _
reactionary currents: their freedom of expression would be suppress- ;
ed by a workers’ government only as a matter of overriding revolut-
ionary amammmw««. and we would oppose suppression by a bourgeois
government). We do not subscribe to the notion of an ‘impartial’
press or a ‘non-party’ press, or a press controlled by those who work
on it. We uphold the right of the Portuguese Socialist Party to publish .
its views. Yet those principles do not justify the SP’s account.

Few of the printworkers involved were CP membets — indeed, the
majority, at least at the outset, were SP supporters. The CP-dominat-
ed Intersindical gave them little support. The SP, a powerful and.
tich party, with two other papers supporting its line (Jornal Novo
and Portugal Socialista), and with the means to import a new printing
press and staff it with SP members whenever it wished, was inno.. .
danger of having its voice silenced. In its earlier control of Portuguese
television, and its later participation in press censorship under the Bth
Provisional Government, the SP has showed itself no friend of media
freedom. When, under the 6th Provisional Goyernment, the worker-
controlled Republica was finally suppressed, the SP did not hother -
to take it over. The Republica affair had served its purpose. By abstr-
actly counterposing the forms of bourgeois democracy to the growth
of workers’ democracy and workers’ control, it had served as a cover
for counter-revolution. . . :

THE ANTL.COMMUNIST CAMPAIGN IN THENORTH =

Hiding under slogans about “pluralist democracy”, the SP. with- ...
drew from the Government and launched a vicious anti-communist
and anti-trade union campaign centring in the'North.. All the forces of
reaction lined up behind the SP offensive. CP, Trade Union and left
wing party offices were attacked by mobs led by the open fascists .
of the Portuguese Liberation Army and encouraged by the hierarchy
of the Catholic Church. Many rank and file Socialist Party membets
were alarmed and shocked. But it was their party’s demagogy that had.
unleashed these attacks. _ )

The CP at first tried to meet this offensive by bureaucratic and
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oo Its features were: ..o o Lo e N .
1. The strengthening and growth of thé workers and neighbour. " *

and calling on the army to prevent them. These manoeuvres were a
dismal failure and indeed, only drove workers and petty bourgeois to-
wards Soares and his party. The CP’s counter-rallies in the North were
defeated, the army refusing to support them and fire on counter-
demonstrators. _ _

On 20th August the working class response began, with a huge
demonstration in Lisbon around the demands of the ‘Copcon docu-
ment’. Important sections of the Lishon proletariat, particularly
from the Lisnave and Setenave shipyards, where the struggle for ... .
workers’ conitrol was particularly vigorous and the left groups were
strong, took the'lead in organising mass mobilisations against the -
right wing threat. The CP, terrified by the impotence of the Goncal-
ves government and by its increasing isolation, turned to the Yevolut:
ionary groups for a “united front”, which was concluded;on'the 24th,
The CP included in the platform the ‘defence of the 5th Provisional
Government’, and succeeded. in diverting the massive rally of 27th
Wau&ms_ua_. into & demonstration of support for Goncalves and Costa

Omes. : . ce AT A,

_ The fall of Goncalves and the 5th Provisional Government, and..."
_the creation of the 6th Government led by Admiral Pinheiro. d'Azev-
#do’— in which the Antunes ‘group of nine’ are predominant and-in -
which the SP-and PPD have much more influence than the CP.— .-
marked the beginning of a whole new period of sharp confrontation:
betweern the governmeént and the workers-of Lisbon and the south: .-

[ o

hood o_oBEmmmmoamm the intensification of the struggle for workers’: *
control. ‘ . wrn e TR T

2. The increasing attempts to coordinate these various bodies and
their role in the mass mobilisations of the autumn. .~ .~

3. The wave of massive and militant,economic struggles. -

4. The.rise of the mass movement of rank and file soldiers, the .
m_m_%me total breakdown of military discipline, and %w.mﬁoﬁa:nm._mﬂ

=t

This massive-wave of struggle was accompanied by and to some.ex-
tent-facilitated by the acquiescence of the CP F.Emmw.,.m_minmwumb or-
derto weaken the d’Azevedo government-and to increase its;own.pow
er within it at the expense of the PPD and SP. The_manoeuyres.of,.

Saraiva de Carvalho and his supporters, opportunistically, posing.as .
ﬂﬂa%_ﬁ:&oum of workers’ and soldiers” mobilisations, also
uted. o = R

But how did the revolutionary left try to take advantage Om

L

this

‘military leftism™? - B

.- mobilisation, and to disefitangle it from the webs of Stalinism’and of

" THE ‘REVOLUTIONARY UNITED FRONT’-(FUR):" cr
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" . After the collanse of the 25th August u_mgo-.:...&rm_m%&nrm:m@



came together in the FUR. The FUR confused the question of the
united front with that of the building of a revolutionary party, and-
thus ended up blocking the solution to either question. .

Its manifesto stated: [the FUR] *‘sets itself the task of uniting
revolutionaries around a revolutionary platform of struggle that the -
popular masses accept as theirs”. It represented “a contribution to
the unification and organisation of the class vanguard”.

As a programme for revolutionary unity, for forming a revolution-
ary party, it was totally inadequate. It did not define the front’s
attitude to the CP or the MFA bonapartists. Its governmental slogan
was the vague and opportunistic “struggle for a government of revol-
utionary unity”, It neither defined itself against the other tendencies
within the workers’ movement, nor clearly set as its goal the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. .

The very concept of a ‘revolutionary vanguard’ was a muddling of

a number of uses of the term. It confused the actual organised leader-
ship of the class which, both in the commissions and the unions, was
still under the %Q_Eou_. ‘and organisational leadership of the CP, with
that radicalised stratum of younger militants who adhered to no
particular programme or party, and who were, in fact, mc.o:n_.w. influ-
enced by anti-party ideas, and confused about the role of de Carvatho
and the Copcon lefts. This stratum was certainly extremely radical .
but it had not, and could not without being consolidated round a
revolutionary programme and party, win the leading positions in the
commissions and the other mass organs. The FUR could lead these

~ forces in mass demonsirations, especially when the CP was mobilising
its forces for its own bureaucratic purposes, but against. the CP’s opp-
osition it could not centralise the commissions into workers’ coune-
ils, It could help link the struggles of workers and rank and file sold-
jers, alongside the SUV movement, but neither the FUR nor MES
raised the central demands for the arming of the workers and for a
workers’ militia. The grievousness of that failure was shown on 26th
November, when crowds of workers gathered outside Barracks -

- asking for guns.

With the ‘nebulous blot’ of the FUR hindering the clarification of

a revolutionary nucleus, there was not the essential instrument for
the revolutionary use of the united front tactic. But, in any case, as

& manifésto for a'united front tactic aimed at the CP, SP and non-
Eh« masses, the FUR platform was disqualified by being aimed at
revofutionaries alone. It ignored the question of democratic liberties,
characterised the elections as “bourgeois” and demanded the dissol-
ution of the Constituent Assembly when no alternative basis for a
~workers’ government was actually in existence. (In the real situation,
‘that demand could only mesn a call for the military to dissolve the
Constituent Assembly. In other words, for unconstitutional bourgeois
rule as against constitutional bourgeois rule, or the shadowy fonn of
it). It repeatedly lumped together the fascists and social-democrats,
drawing no distinction between the mass base of the SP and the coun-
ter-revolutionary policy of the Soares leadership. On the other hand,
it did not mention the CP or its policies. It was clearly aimed at the

fldarannwniin

non-party ‘vanguard’ — and could only hinder the crystallisation of
a genuine revolutionary Marxist vanguard. .

Thus, despite huge mass action by the working class (the siege of
the Constituent by the building workers), despite successful struggles
to expel right wing officers from the barracks, no centralisation of
the workers’ and soldiers’ rank and file organisations into workers’
councils occurred in time {0 meet the right wing offensive. The tactics
of the revolutionary left did not help the stratum of the most revol-
utionary militants to tackle the question of prising the dead hand of
the CP.from the workers’ organisations and to give an active lead to
the masses of workers and petty bourgeois still under the CP’s sway.
To do that required and requires a clear understanding of the natire
and role of the SP and CP, of the MFA and its various factions.

Vo s

THE SOCIALIST PARTY o e .

The Socialist Party, despite its demagogy about socialism and wor-
kers’-control, holds up before the working class the transformation
of Portugal into a “normal” bourgeois:demoeracy. This attracted to -
it those workers and petty bourgeois who had the strongest illusions
in do?oﬁwo%. and the least confidence in their.own strength and -
organisation. The bureaucratic manoeuvres of the CP with the MFA, -
its attempt to stamp out opposition to itself within the Intersindical,
and its opposition to strikes during the first five provisional govern-
ments, led many of these workers to see Soares’ party as the standard
bearer of democratic rights. L S
. Yet the Socialist Party was not opposed to the subordination of
_ parliamentary democracy™ and the constituent assembly to the mil--
itary governments. It has signed the various pacts with-the Council of
the Revolution of the Army hierarchy which condemn.both.the Con-
stituent Assembly and the new Legislative Assembly to.impotence.
Soares merely wanted to use the Constituent Assembly as a power .
base.to squeeze the CP out .of the state apparatus and its alliance. with
the MFA, and to install the SP there instead, to pursue an anti-work-.
ing class policy of crushing the self-activity and gains of the masses.

Throughout the summer of 1975, he was quite prepared to Usé the
SP to mobilise the reactionary peasants of the North in collusion :
with extreme right-wing elements, to launch vicious onslaughts:on: - ..
CP and trade union offices in the North and Centre of the country. .
After Soares’ success in squeezing out the 5th Provisional Govern-
ment, in éarly September, the SP allied itself with the d’Azevedo gov-
ernment and the right wingof the MFA,"" = = 7

At the peak of the massive strike wave and rank and file soldiers’
mobilisations against the government in-October and November, ;.- .
Soates called for'the removal of the government and the Constituent -
Assembly to the North, aiding the reactionary officers who were.. :
contemplating civil war should the working class of Eisbon and the
south seize power. Soares was quite wav&.&ao ‘use the SP to give ' -

!
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The, treachery of the CP and the confusion of the revolutionary left
made this unnecessary. Yet Soares hastened {o hail Jaime Neves, who
masterminded the crushing of the paratroopers and Copcon on Nov-
ember 25th, as the saviour of “the revolution”. “November 25th”, he
said; ““saved the revolution. In one blow November 25th wiped out
the suicidal inclinations of the far left and cut the ground from under
Wo n-m mn?.: Democracy emerged from the test victorious and streng-

ened.

Since then Soares and the SP have supported every anti-working
class measure — the restoration of “order and discipline” in the
army and the arrest of hundreds of rank and file soldiers, and the re-
neging by the employers (with the aid of a government wage freeze)
on the contracts extracted by the woikers in the autumn. “The susp-
ension of contracts”, claimed Soares, “was the only realistic policy
for dealing with the chaos that was threatening”.

'The SP has signed the new pact with the MFA on 25th April 1976,
aHowing for an all-powerful president, mostlikely a military figure ,
and reridering the legislative astembly subordinate to the ‘forces of
order’. Throughotit the election canipaign, it presented itself as the
‘party of government’, stressing to the workers its unwillingness to
govern with the increasingly unpopular PPD and to the bourgeoisie
“ﬂ.ﬂ»ﬂ r%:—.moowumm. its implacable hostility to the CP and the

naical.

The SP remains bitterly hostile to the land occupations and the
cooperative farmers of the Alentejo, even to the extent of virulently
attacking the SP Minister of Agriculture, Lopes Cardoso, who stands
on the left of the .E.ﬁ, a8 4 “secret communist” because he defends
the “legal occupations in the south.

Mo:__.omw. nouw.#o mwcoﬁ.nnow oo==§...3<o_=no=pﬂu_oumonm=€

and policies, still has substantial working-class support. Rank and

file SP workers, organised in factory nuclef, have joined with rank &

. file members of the CP and the revolutionary groups in organising

. Evmu_.—. for workers in struggle. This ‘left wing’ of the SP is allowed
no free expression within the . It is hounded and persecuted.
%e_ Sna.a purges and expulsions have been organised by Soares and

cronies.

A group of Socialist militants, anonymous because of the
witch-hunt against *‘CP infiltrators”, published a “Revolutionary self-
criticism” after the November events. It stated:

_ “In order to shake hands with Pinheiro d’Azevedo..., to maintain
the ministerial WSEQE of our doctors, we are supporting press cens-
orship, the freeing of fascists and PIDEs, the imprisonment of progr-
essives; increase in the cost of living, the payment of indemnities to

italists and latifundists, and the repression that is beginning to
return.... Comrades, we are going to reflect and act. We are going to-
organise meetings in-«our branches to discuss the gitwation impattially
and internally, and define the strategy to be followed. We are not. -
noim_ to leave the Socialist wpunm«..., We are going to transform it into a

e wrnalallod eunuwber FAEauir Wi sums maineg o ha wavalnHnanarias -
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maa :oﬂmv_#?_.m u:mwozoﬂmEOn moﬁm&.ioﬁmmo?nﬁomﬁémmmm
or Socialism before it is too late!”

In the period around the elections Soares was bitterly hostile to
a coalition with the CP. But though privately he would like to rule
with the PPD, he has enormous difficulties in doing that. As ‘The Ec-
oncmist’ pointed out on May 1st, “His admirers abroad sometimes
forget that his party contains a powerful faction sympathetic to the
Communists. Unless Mr Soares is prepared to watch it hive off —
which might in the end be the best thing — he has to pick his way
very cautiously between the rivals on his flanks”,

The SP is not the monolithic bulwark of “pluralist democracy” or
of “social fascism” that either its bourgeois friends or its semi-Mao-
ist opponents think. Revolutionaries must relate to the crisis in its
ranks, or it will be solved to the benefit of Messrs Soares and Cunhal
and the great loss of the vanguard of the Portuguese working class.

THE PORTUGUESE COMMUNIST PARTY

The PCP is the majority party of the industrial and rural proletar-
iat, comprising the best-organised and most experienced militants.
Yet it has, since the 25th April 1974, criminglly misled the working
class.

Entering the first Spinola provisional government, it denounced
the striking bakery workers as-fascists and attacked the postal work-
ers’ strike. If supported the notorious anti-strike law of 29th August
1974. I has been the principal advocate of the *'special role” of the.
MFA over the past two years. In the Intersindical the CP has bureau-
cratically suppressed the right of other working class tendencies to
have a voice, thus playing into the hands of Soares. Iis grip on the
workers’ commissions helped limit them to economie issues and obstr-
ucted their development as organs of working class mobilisation and
power,

During the summer 1975 offensive of the SP.and the reactionaries,
the CP tied the ﬁo%:m%—umm response to support for Vaseo Gonealv-
es, turning massive working class demonstrations into an auxiliary of
his grouping within the MFA, , : . SR e

The CP made an apparent ‘left’ turn after the fall of the 5th Provis-
fonal Government and, whilst participating in the 6th Government,
used the massive mobilisations of the autumn as a bargaining counter
to squeeze PPD and SP ministers out of the government and {o install
CP ministers in their place. One of these manoeuvres coincided with
a spontaneous revolt of the paratroopers in response to a deliberately
engineered right-wing provocation. During the events of 25th Nov-
ember, the CP at first called a two-hour general strike, then beat a re-
treat, telling the workers to go back {o work and “remain calm”™. It
left the paratroopers to go down to.defeat.

Since the treachery of November, the CP has continued to hold
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the hope of making electoral gains. In a statement on the nurses’ and
bankworkers’ struggles, the Political Committee of the CP condemn-
ed these manifestations of the recovery of working class confidence.

“The witholding of care from patients in hospitals, power cuts,
cuts in essential sexvices, the closure of banks, as well as strikes in the
civil service and in local authorities, can only in the present circum-
stances serve the plans of reaction”.

The chances of workers’ revolution in Portugal depend on the
building of a new revolutionary party, independent of both Social
Democracy and Stalinism — that is clear. The task is one of achieving
programmatic clarity, of overcoming and fighting the confusion of
the fragmented left centrist groupings, of winning the subjectively
revolutionary ‘non-party’ workers. A revolutionary nucleus, once
consolidated, must also fight, using the united front tactic, to win
mass support in the SP and CP ran s, and to break those ranks from
the leadership of Soares and Cunhal.

_,E.oE.m_“ommm:samo_._...o:gnao_un@mmms_..annm_“nu&:moﬁ%m
role of the MFA, .

THE MFA AND THE REVOLUTIONARY LEFT

'
~

,E_mvwws&&mmaonoso:_.mo&ucuawsouuaomnmﬁmmuvﬁm?m
after the 25th April m%ﬁ. the discrediting and driving from office of
many figures associated with the Salazar and Caetano regimes, the
disbandment or discrediting of the various %o:g and paramili

bodies (though the PSP and GNR remained in being, to come to the
fore again after 25th November), the flight of thousands of ‘bureau-
crats and businessmen, left only one force capable of holding the ring
between the weakened bourgeoisie and its American and European
masters, and the resurgent working class movement — the Army.

The initial Spinolist strategy was to reform Portuguese capitalism,
integrating it into the EEC, carrying out sirictly limited nationalisat-
ions, while wommmun tight control over the aouw:_m class. In pursuance
of this mo:&: wwoo..r the new internal security force set up after.
April 25th, several times moved against strikers. In Africa, while
Guine’s independence was unavoidable, the Spinolists sought a neo-
colonial solution for Mozambique and, more especially; Angola.

Nevertheless, working class militancy and radicalisation in the
army outpaced the Spinolist .vuo_.m&._b?mu the defeated oo,w_%.u in Sep-
tember and March, the MFA’s policy shifted substantially. Wide-
ranging nationalisations — oxv:o#_u rejected only a short time bef-
ore in the MFA’s “Economic Plan” — were carried through: many of
the leading elements of the bourgeoise were jailed or left the country.
bzﬁ_:wﬁ to retain Portuguese control in Angola and Mozambique
were abandoned. Military discipline broke down to a large extent. Un-
its (particularly of Copcon} sent Mmm:mw. workers in struggles such as
Radio Renasesnca would decide after discussion with the workers

The MFA, raising itself above society as the only force to control
the social contradictions — albeit shakily at times — pursued a state
capitalist policy. They struck at the private ownership of important
sectors of indusiry, but they remained vigorously hostile to the
struggle for workers’ control waged by workers in the factories, in
the countryside, and in the mass media, and they retained the essent-
ial hierarchic numﬁmﬁcm of the bourgeois state. The more left-wing
officers, some of whom aspired to introduce what they thought tobe
socialism in place of ‘state capitalism’, were nevertheless tied into the
framework of the “MFA/People Alliance”.

The armed forces hierarchy, while unable for a period to wield
strict discipline, remained intact, ready to reimpose its discipline at
the best opportunity. Even at the highest points of the struggle dur-
ing 1975, abolition of military ranks, election of officers, and —
most E_won.buﬂ% — systematic arming of the workers and forming of
workers’ militias — did:not become reality. The workers’ contiél~ =
exercised at workplace and neighbouthood level never centralised it-
self and equipped itself with armed self-defence.~ : :

Some of the more left-wing elements of the MFA consciously mod-
elled their politics on the national liberation struggles in Guine and
Mozambique, and others adapted to those politics. The MFA’s policy

-could be compared to Egypt, _ﬂ@w ot Syria, where a military-run
e

state apparatus, acquiring a hig| of autonomy, drastically

restructured a ‘decrepit capitalism along statist lines. :

In Portugal that military-state-capitalist strategy found itselfin a
unigue and original combination with a working class upsurge in the
tradition of France 1968 or Italy 1969, and 2n advanced radicalisat-
ion in and depumposition of the armed forces (analogous to the situ-
ation in the CRS and other forces in France immediately post-world
war 2 — though the ‘film’ of events in Porfugal was, until 25th Nov-
ember 1975, running in the opposite direction to that in France,
where the hourgeoisie n_an.._-_w% asserted complete control of forces

. initially dominated by working class ex-Resistance militants).

The Portuguese CP supported the military, as its sister Stalinist
parties in the Middle East had done. In doing that, it incurred the
disapproval of the Socialist Party, and of the Italian and Spanish CPs.
But the PCP’s tactics did not represent any radical break to the left
from modern Stalinism. They simply corresponded to the needs of
containing an insurgent, militant working-class base, and above all of
adhering at all costs to the ‘progressive’ forces, namely the MFA.-

The more astite bourgeois commentators had a cool .Bamﬁ_,_uo:_“ of

the MFA. Arthur Schiesinger, in mid.1975, said:

“Portugal going Communist is not a happy prospect. It is also a’
considerable exaggeration. The immediate prospect, if the democrat-
ic forces fail to sustain themselves, is not a Communist takeover. It
is rather'the establishment of a military régime, Nasserite in its mod-
¢l and neutralist in its foreign policy, using the Portuguese Commun-
ist Party for counsel and support. Such a regime might well deny mil-
itary bases {o the United States, but there is no reason to suppose
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that, any more than Egypt or Peru, it would turn overnight into a
Soviet satellite”. _

Yet, fearing thie radical nationafist measures of such a military reg-
ime, and 'the obvious instability of the Armed Forces Movement, int-
ernational big business has hoped and worked for a bourgeois democr-
acy in Portugal headed by a Socialist Party government.

The SP, therefore, has consistently acted as the Portuguese party
of NATO and the EEC. The established leadership of the Portuguese
working class movement has been split between two petty bourgeois
alternatives, each of which could be presented as ‘left-wing’ compared
to the other. That these zlternatives were not fundamentally opposed
in class terms was demonstrated by the fact that the CP and the SP
have served together in government for most of the time since 25th
April 1974, and that the two alternatives have to an extent reached a
compromise since 25th November.

%35»335?3%3&.35E__amoumo_. Emo_&mu vmﬁa.
hourgeois alternative:. - - . .

. The task of revolutionaries was and is to cut through demagogy
about “the®” classless. “Revolution™, to fight for demoecratic rights as
a means of mobilising workers against the military regime and of fac-
ilitating free organisation and free political clarification in the work-
ers’ movement while resisting any use of abstract democracy asa
block on the development of workers’-control and workers’ power.
Thus revolutionaries would oppose the CP’s attempts to impose
trade union unity through state decree, the right-wing attacks on
the CP, and the vague and dangerous slogans of ‘dissolve the Constit-
uent Assembly’ and ‘a government of 3<o_5_mo=2m unity*; while, at
the same time, opposing the SP’s demagogy over.* mﬂ:&:om. and
the slogan of ‘all power to-the Constituent Assembly’.

‘No wo:%:.@ has mn.oonam.u.__.ar a course. .
- SARAIVA DE CARVALHO AND MILITARY LEFTISM

The consistent aim of the top brass of the MFA was to present it
as a united body. In this they were assisted by the PCP, particularly
during the period of the 5th Provisional Government of Vasco Con-
calves. The CP and the MFA leaders propagated the idea of the special
role of the army in' the Portugueseé revolution. The MFA leaders toy- ;
ed for a whole period with the idea of a ‘non-political’ movement. T
They recommended abstention in the 1975 elections as a vote for
‘the MFA — a strategy which received a rude rebuff from the over-
whelniing majority of the eléctorate. They extracted from the polit-
ical parties a pact which rendered the Constituent Assembly virtuaily

powerless, A . .

But, from eardy 1975, with growing working class militancy, the
MFA leaders realised more and more that they would have to manip-
ulate and ally with the parties rather than by-passing or smothering
them. Pro:CP (Goncalves...) and pro-SP (Antunes...) factions develop-
ed in the MFA. Given the size of the layer of workers which was, in
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an incoherent way, to the left of the CP and SP, it was inevitable
that a ‘revolutionary left’ faction should also develop in the MFA.
There is no need to assume a MFA ‘conspiracy’ to divert the revolut-
jonary left. Nevertheless that was the effective role played by the
%ammsﬁ personified by Otelo Saraiva de Carvalho, commander of
opcon. : : :

In September 1974 Carvatho noEuEumm it was left to the workers
to repel the Spinolist ‘march of the silent majority’, “which should

'be the task of the forces of order”. By the time of the March coup

he was advocating precisely this mobilisation. Carvaltho, with his visit
to Havana, began to present himself as the Portuguese Castro. Whilst
jockeying for power within the shaky state machine, he went along
with plans for .mov&ﬁ. assemblies’, linked to the MFA but supposed-
ly ‘independent’ of political parties. The rank and file and junior off-
icers of Copcon produced a scheme for popular assemblies of workers
and soldiers — the ‘Copcon document’. Carvatho endorsed this docu-
ment, whilst flirting with the more right-wing opponents of Goncalv-
es _w.m_m _w_m.s 5th Provisional Government, Antunes and Fabiao, in Aug-
us ) .

The MFA never set about organising these ‘Popular Assemblies’ off-
icially, but in some areas, especially around Lisbon, they were set up
by rank and file initiative. Despite the written scheme for MFA tutel-
age, the Popular Assemblies actually took on the form of embryonic
workers’ councils. Revolutionaries could have drawn out from the
‘Copcon document’ the proposals that allowed the promotion of work-
ing class mobilisation, presenting them from a clear working class
angle and ruthlessly criticising the overall trend of the ‘Copcon docu-
ment’. The document lumped together fascism, social-democracy,
and ‘state-capitalism’, opposed ‘bourgeois elections’, and affirmed
the ‘MFA/People Alliance’. _

In short, revolutionaries had to fight all varieties of military moau.
partism. Instead, most of the so-called revolutionary groups flirted

with Carvalho, After all, he had taken up their woolly ﬁnuo%coag.
a

istic slogans of ‘people’s’ power, ‘popular’ assemblies, He taken
up their dangerous anti-bourgeois-democratic slogans ‘out with the
scum’ (meaning the parliamentary politicians), ‘down with the Con-
msﬁma Assembly’, for a ‘revolutionary’ or ‘anti-imperialist’ govern-
ment. s : ST
Concentrating all their fire against the Soares anti-communist
offensive.of the summer of 1975, they sacrificed or confused the -
fight for indepéndent organs of working class power, for rank and
file soldiers’ committees independent of the MFA hierarchy, for the
election of officers and the creation and arming of a workers’ militia,
to slogans which led to a continued dependence of the workers “on
miilitary leaders and saviours. The left groups also adapted to the
anti-political current among the most'militant workers. They saw it
as an overcoming of the irifluence of the refoimist parties, and failed
to seé that it involved illusions in the left military and dépendence
on them, Undey the impression of the temporary ‘alliance of Soares -

with-extreme right-wing eléments in the North, semi-Maoist ideology
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about ‘social fascism’ was allowed to run riot.

When the working class counter-offensive got under way in the
autumn, it saw the most advanced elements of the working class und-
er the sway of a programme of confusion, certainly eager for a social-
ist revolution, but unclear as to whether this might mean a Carvalho
coup or a stronger role in the government for the CP. It is a .mos_“mE t-
ible revolutionary who blames the masses’ or the vanguard’s ‘lack o
maturity’ for the collapse of the 25th November.

What was involved was a failure of leadership. When these workers
were suddenly deserted by Carvalho and.the left-wing officers, when
the CP-suddenly obstructed and demobilised the general strike, when
the revolutionary groups did not know what to do and were reveal-
ed to have made no-preparations for the ‘armed insurrection’ they
had been talking about so hotly in the pages of their papers, the work-
ers of Lishon were no{ unsurprisingly unable to overcome these
betrayals by some sort of spontaneous exertion of revolutionary
consciousness. . : .

THE ﬂm<OHEHOZ>mH LEFT: THE U.D.P.

The UDP is the largest of the groups of the far left, mainly as a re-
-sult of support for rank-and-file militancy, unaccompanied by any
clear revolutionary socialist perspective. It had one members’in the
Constituent.Assembly, and one in the Legislative Assembly.

The UDP’s programme is for a two-stage revolution on the Stalin-
ist model. Speaking in July 1975, Vladimiro Guinot, a leader of the °
UDP, declared: B ,

“It is not a socialist revolution which is underway, what our m%ou_m
demand, what is under way, is the need to advance the Popular Dem-

ocratic Revolution.... let us install a true democracy, a popular demo- !
cracy. Socialism will come later!” , m.

The UDP combines advocacy of the reformist tactic of the popular |
front, ““a front of the whole people”, with a characterisation of the ,
CP as ‘social-imperialist’. It isolates the ‘foreign imperialists’ as the
main enemy, and calls for a ‘government of national independence’,

All these slogans sow confusion. The popular front is supposed to
include ‘progressive’ elements of the MFA, although the bankruptcy
of policies which urge the workers to rely on ‘left wing’ generals and
om%nm__..m was amply demonstrated on _z%mawmn.m.mwr, when Otelo
Saraiva de Carvalho appeared with the prime minister to urge calm.
The characterisation ot the CP.as social imperialists makes even a lim-
ited defensive united-front with them impossible, and plays into the-
hands of right-wing anti-communist demagogy. Concentration on for-
eign imperialism pandérs to chauvinism and takes the focus off the
main enemy at home. The UDP has helped sow confusion in the wor-
kers’ and tenants’ commissions and obstructed their centralisation .

e__

THE R.R.P./B.R.

The PRP-BR, originating in a guerrillaist split from the CP, combines
a militarist view of the party with a spontaneist conception of mass
action. Onte of the most successful practitioners of armed struggle ag-
ainst the Salazar and Caetano regimes, it failed to emerge into legal
activity aintil several months after the April 1974 coup, believing, as

. it still does, that bourgeois demiocracy is not possibie in Portugal. Its

Bmzﬁw.omosﬂzonmuﬁ:.»,aoamaonngowo_ owing among rank and
file soldiers and officers. : g :

., During the spring and summey of 1975, the PRP launched a camp-
aign to build ‘revolutionary workers’ councils’, CRTs. But this tactic
distracted attention from the task of winning the existing organs of
working class mobilisation, the workers’ and tenants’ commissions.
It posed the question of “soviets’ in a flat propaganda sense. The
PRP’s programme for the CRT movement confused the tasks of party
and of soviet. The CRTs were to “carry out a constant ideological
struggle ~ to destroy the bourgeois state apparatus - to be organs

of the application of revolutionary violence — to overcome the
bourgeois division of labour”, ete. This approach, when the great
majority of workers remained under the influence of the reformist
parties, fgiled to see that only a genuine united-front tactic, posed
round concrete aims of struggle and not general revolutionary declar-

- ations, could expose the reformist leaders and forge unity in action.

The PRP’s participation in the FUR reflected the same mistake. As
Trotsky pointed out during the Stalinist Comintern’s ultra-left Third
Period, and in polemic against the uitra-lefts at the CI’s Third Congress
of 1921, to have only a united front ‘from below’ is to take as solved

the very problem the united front tactic attempts to deal with, the

adherence of masses of workers to the reformist parties and leaders.

In reality, the PRP saw it as-only necessary o propagandise for
soviets. The masses would tum this propaganda into reality. The
mass upsurge of the autumn led the PRP to suppose that the hold
of reformism was broken. As early as September 10th, the PRP .

aper ‘Revolucao’ declared: “It is now time for the revolutionary
orces and the workers to pose the question of an insurrection”,

This nitra-left semi-anarchist approach was “topped off’ and com-

w_mn_ms_am by gross opportunism vis-a-vis Carvalho. “Otelo”, the
RP declared, “had kept faith with the revolutionary ieft”. The ques-

tion of the power of workers® councils was confused with that of a
left-wing military government, by slogans of ‘popular power’, ‘gov-
ernment of national independence’, ‘government of revolutionary
unity’. . _

25th November was an indictment of the PRP’s evasion of the pol-
itical tasks of a revolutionary party. They had failed to observe that
one reason for the autumn’s mass upsurge was that the CP and some
of the MFA lefts were encouraging working class militancy in order
to redress their weakened position within the new woquBmuﬁ. When,
on the 25th, the reactionaries dared them to act, they retreated, -
leaving the soldiers and workers to bear the brunt of the reaction.



The PRP, despite “posing the question of an insurrection”, had not
S.muammm it, %Em .iw...m nwmﬁ; in a state of total confusion. They had
taken up the question of arming the workers only in the sense of arm-
ing the PRP, not of forming united-front workers militias. Reliance
on left officers also meant that SUV.proved.a broken reed when
those officers deserted their posts on 25th-26th November.

The PRP has not learned the necessary lessons. It refused to parti-
cipate in the elections, because they were a bourgeois wnmw. As when
it called for the dissolution of the Constituent Assembly in summer
1975, the PRP imagines that democratic illusions can g.ﬁﬁ%ﬁm by
flatly denouncing them. It has raised the foolish slogan, “No to bour-
geois election”, Parallel to this anti-parliamentary cretinism is a cont-
inued opportunism as regards military leftism. The PRP, far from
fighting the bourgeois strategy of a military president —a bulwark
for a continuation of the army’s bonapartist roie — calls for Carvalho
to stand for president.

The International Socialists, who have fraternal links with the
PRP, have tardily begun to criticise some of their failings. Through

most of the summer and autumn they kept silent, or ra her, bathed
in the reflected glory of the ‘guccesses’ of their Portuguese brethren.

In their pamphlet, ‘“The Lessons of the 25th November 1975”,
Tony Cliff and Chris Harman read the PRP a lesson out of Lenin-on
putschism and Blanquism. They decide retrospectively that a revolut-
jonary situation.did not exist, because of the unevenness between
the workers’ and soldiers’ mobilisations, and the lack of a mass revol-
utionary party. Their recipe, in Portugal as in Britain, is to build the
party and return to the economic struggle.

 As in Britain, however, they have no strategic notion of how to
break the hold of the reformists. Yes, the party is necessary: but
around what strategy will it-be built? Yes, the economic struggle is
important, but political tasks, albeit different ones, are just as centr-
al now as then. IS has rejected the key lessons of the Leninist CL and
of the Trotskyist movement on the use of the united front tactic and
on the fight for transitional demands. In the last analysis, IS has no
tactics for fighting reformism in Portugal or in Britain — it can only
adapt to it or denounice it. The PRP has little to learn from these

mentors.

THE L.C.L.

The LCI — sympathising section of the USFI — has a record of cons-
iderable political and programmatic confusion, in no way corrected by
the Inteynational of which it is a part. The USFI’s conception of “the
revolutionary process” led the LCIL, a tiny organisation, to regard itself
as being on some sort of historical conveyor belt leading to the social-
ist revolution. The concept of a “broad workers’ vanguard™ “independ-
ent” of the Socialist Party and Communist Party filled it with optim-
ism that those parties would present fio real obstacle to the ﬂonmmm

e . ,

8 A e ntuhbanivhand anmmiccinne wn

' The commissions and trade unions are viewed teléologically’

transformed into “organs of dual power”. As to the tasks once that
dual power was achieved, they were, in line with the 1973 USFI Eur-
opean Perspectives Document, entirely vague. b

Certainly, particularly in the Lisbon area, there existed large num-
bers of workers — the workers of Lisnave and Setenave, for example
— who supported initiatives by groups to the left of the CP on issues
of workers' control, and which would join demonsirations against the
Gth Provisional government. It is, however, one thing to struggle for -
workers’ control in the factory, to vote for abstract resolutions on the
‘dietatorship. of the proletariat’, to demonstrate in solidatity. with the
soldiers, even to leave or express.dissatisfaction with the CP. It was .

quite another to organise those worketrs into a vanguard positively

independent of and opposed to the CP. The strength of the CP was
indicated by its holdon the workers’ commissions. , ... ... -
The result:of the L.CI’s positions was to underestimate the hold ofi
democratic'illusions and 'of the ﬁw&mm,ﬂwa:ﬁucwwmmﬁm them: The:.
faith in ‘the revolutionary process’ led the LCI to overestimate the .
‘radicalisation’ of the CP and virtually to write off the SP as any sort
of workers® party, and to underestimate the need to orient the work-
ers and rank and file soldiers against the MFA right and left. Thus the
LCI signed the 25th August accord supporting the 5th Provisional
Government — a government administering capifalism, Its rationale
for signing — that the 25th August fronf, though perhaps dubious
from the point of view of prinéiplé, was necessary.in-order to repel a
probable right wing advance — shows-that the LCI had come to con-
sider themselves, not an intransigent Eoo_o.mmom_ minority, but ‘insp-
ectors-general’ of ‘the revolufionary process’ =7 Ll e
After the expulsion of the CP from the 25th August bloc, the LCI

an%.nsmnoua.mﬁ,_aﬁmmmw,wguﬂuﬁo,,_mcw,_5.&._@#.3_0__&&%."
to the crystallisation.of & clear revolutionary nucleus and to the striigg-
Je for a.genuine united-front offensive oh the CP. and its members; "
There it merged, itself with the othér groups of the ‘indeperident .
mass vanguard’. A clear-headed position on, the united front, a merci-
less exposure of the errors of these ‘centrist formations, td have"

warned their supporters and brought the’LCT subistantial gains after,

AN el

25th November., .. . . - . U PP

' At ‘an éxtraordinary congress-held on January 10th:11th,the LCI,
following criticisms made by the. Gmmwmwst_wron a self-criticism of:
its participation in the errors of the FUR. The eriticism.does:not, . .
however, extend to the roots of those mistakes. The yresent policies
of the LI focus on the ¢all for a national congress of workers’,comm-

issions and a demogratic congress of all thé trade unio .‘Again’a un-
ited front of the reformist, cenirisi and revolutionary wi srkers’ part-

PR

. “ies is given no priority. The govem ental slogan; “for s ‘workers’ and -

peasants’ government responsible 'to amnational congress of workers’
commissions and a democratic congress of all the;trade unions”.is.
maximalist; ignoring the: reali -of the:workers’. parties’ alliarice-with
yarious bourgeois: forces and the partiamentary situation, . - ;.7

as ‘fu-
fuve caviate’ whilst neslecting the need for them to'coordinate unit-



ed action to ward off the capitalist offensive.

The immediate governmental slogan addressed to the workers
in the commissions and the trade unions should be to force the CP
and the SP to break with the bourgeoise and to form a government.
The question of what it would be based on depends on the success
of building a real united front, on the relationship of forces. The SP
and the CP would cling to alliance with the army and the bourgeois-
ie, they.would hide behind the constitutional forms of the legislative
assembly. The workers would fight to force it to carry out the polic-
ies of a workers’ united front. That fight could only be grounded on
battles round concrete demands, not general slogans as to what the
government should be based on. Thé government would be a workers’
government only if the workers forced it to.carry out those policies
and to arm the workers against reaction. Given:the growth of a revo-

~lutionary party, such a government could be a transitional stage to

Em%musgo:.oion_u:a&:mwuo_ogmnu&a?uoaa?vE&o:ﬂS.w-
ers’ councils. . :

THE STRUGGLE FOR WORKERS" CONTROL

The essential feature of the Portuguese e¢onomy; inherited from
fifty years of military dictatorship and fascism, was its extreme back-
wardness. Heavily dependent on an old fashioned colonial.empire
which outlasted the %Mon.or and British, on its cheap and abundant
raw materials, the Salazar regime maintained a domestic economy

which had an extremely large and conserzative agriculture. This cons-

ists of minifundia in the North run by a small peasantry extremely
conservative and dominated by the church..Salazar saw the mainten-
ance of a stable and patriarchal peasant sogiety in the North as the
most secure social basis of his regime. At the same time for 40 years
he tried to avoid foo much industrial development, sensing that a
large industrial proletariat would spell doom for his Portugal. In the
South, huge estates, latifundia,with an extremely poor agricultural
prolétariaf, exploited and impoverished the land.: - - .

. Portuguese industry was dominated by the banks heading huge

f]

conglomerate industyial/financial empires,relying unduly heavily on

.sources of funds such as remittances from:migrant ‘aou_“ma.voosnmw
‘of the low domestic rate of capital formation. :

" Ftom the edrly sixties this picture began to change with a.mass-
ive ‘and increasing influx-of foreign capital. Between 1961 and1965
direct foreign investment went up by five times, Between 1970 and
1973,it rose by three times,reaching a third of all private.investment
in Portugal in the latter year. This investment was based on the exce-
ptionally low:wages of the working class and the military/police rep-

man mnuuquimatmo:&o% uﬂnaoopcﬁ_mwﬁwmam:aow.wc.al
0% of the population received a weekly wage of less than £12.

However Portugal’s non-integration into the EEC did not ' make
sense either to the foreign multinationals or to the leading sectors of
Portuguese big business. The mounting cost of the colonial war was *
increasingly acting as a brake on the economy i.e. a ‘modern’ neo-co:
lonial situation was required which nwcﬁauﬂmma Portuguese and for-
eign investments in Africa, whilst off-loading political rule onto the
shoulders of a local ruling class on the pattern of Britain’s and
France’s decolonisation policy of the fifties and sixties.

Alas for the ruling c lass this solution was not to be, The military
hierarchy proved obdurate and the coup of April 74 got out of cont-
rol and opened the Pandora’s box of class struggle.

>man>vE.E.Eoﬂouﬁumn_gmmﬁvﬁmnmiomm@iom% smmom
battles, which the Provisional Governments could not contain.In
addition, large numbers of businessmen and managers closely assoc-_
jated with the old regime, fled to avoid the retribution awaiting them
from the working class. A wave of occupations,of workers having to
take over their factories due to the flight of their bosses, ensued.

Political instability, the flight of foreign and domestic capital

W_sm the effects of woild inflation and recession, threw the
'ortuguese economy into confusion. The economic policy of the

first bProvisional Governments was vacillating and unstable. On the
one hand, they tried to hold the concessions to the workers to a
minimum, imposing wage restrictions and anti-union legislation. On
the other, the wave of working class militaney, particularly after the
the right-wing coup attempt in March 1975, forced massive nation-
alisations. The banks had been closely involved in the preparations
for the coup. The bank workers swecessfully forced the government
into faking them over. Because of their ownership of nearly 2/8 of
Portuguese industry, a huge state 8@:&:@ sector was suddenly cre-
ated. By the early summer of 75, 70% of Portugal’s industrial plant
was in the hands of the state and the workers commissions exerci-
sed ﬁﬁﬁw elements of workers’ control within them. In a whole
series of firms, parvicularly the smaller ones, workers were forced to
take over their management after the management fled. .

.. The MFA “economic programme” elaborated by the third Prov-
lsional Government talked about “the cessation of all forms of
exploitation existing in and charactbristic of the capitalist system”.
This however was pure ‘rhefut.c.. What was envisaged was a strong
state capitalist sector unaer the control of the military and the

state bureaucracy, not a democratically planned economy under
workers. management, Certainly they did'not want, and resisted as
far as possible every struggle of the workers for real elements of con-
trol in the factories and on the land.

The Sixth Pravisional Government, faced with a catastrophic
economie situation, was pledged from the start to ‘solve’ it at the ex-
pense of the working class.
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remain intact,:the working- class-has lost the initiative and has been
restricted to largely seotional battles. Unemployment is now well .
over 400,000 or around 14% (in Britain this would mean 3 million
out of work). In January the cost of living index showed a 50% rise
on the previous 12 months, After the 25th the govermment imposed
a 3 month total wage freeze. - o T o

. Factory closures threaten on a massive scale. There is evidence

‘that many of the big multinationals are prepafing to withdraw from

Portugal — not to sabotage a government they basically approve of
but because their whole operations were based on super-exploitative
wage rates. Timex has made nearly 700 of its workers redundant and
wants to get rid of antother 500. ‘ S

The Government , desperate to attract foreign capital, is frantic-
ally trying to persuade the old bosses and managers to return, off-
ering fo hive off the nationalised enterprises and break the hold of
the workers ouganisaflun on them. In a number of small or medium

m_nmnma.d.m,ﬂm&n:_mquemxﬁ:mm,Em m.o<mH=Bo§§m§m.oEcom.
ses have split and confused the workexs into calling for the return of
the former owners, =~ = S : _
The struggle for workers’ control in mo.:_._mw_ has demonsirated
once again the fantastic creativity of the wor ing class in struggle;
against economie sabotage, in the w:ﬁc:_om improvements.in the .
appalling onditions and near subsistence wages, workers established
a whole system of workers” control and inspection . The lessons of
this struggle are invaluable to the working class in Britain and beyo-
nd. In the Setensve shipyards the workers committee has a sub-com--

mittee charged specifically with overseeing workers’ control, Five
workers’ control programmes were discussed by the general assem-
blies of all the Setenave workers and the one adopted received 53%
of all votes, Amongst its proposals it lays down: * :

“ 9. The role of workers’ control {s not to endorse the Adminis-.
tration policies but to watch closely its decisions and to denounce
those amongst them which are against the interests of the workers”.

“To request from the Administration any documents or manage-
ment reports; some of these elements should be submitted regularly
to the sub-committee in order that the workers know the main act-
ivities of the shipyard at every moment”. ‘ s

The programme goes on to enumerate the taskes of this control
and inspection and to demand the availiability of specialists, ‘under
the worker delegates’ inspection to assist in interpreting Euwa:msos.
documents etc. The aim is,accoruing to this programme, I8 that the
workers should view the exercise of workers’ control as a Jecessary
practice; heading for a new kind of production relations”.

‘(he struggles of the Bank workers, the workers in. the media, most’

notably the workers’ newspaper “Re ublica” and the radio station
“Renascensa’”, demonstrated the willingness and the ability of the
working class to take control of the nation’s economy. The reverses
suffered in these struggles, the onslaught of the forees of reaction
awsd Haa cbaba likowien demanstrate that the battle is a political one.

_based on working class democracy becomes more and more vital, To

achieve this, more than ‘dual power’ in the factories and offices is
necessary.Indeed even total workers management in isolated factories
or in the agricultural cooperatives can only be a temporary solution,
for as long as political power is in the hands of the bourgeoisie and
their agents,as long as the economy as a whole is capitalist, disloc-
ation and sabotage will still run riot and will ultimately disrupt the
workers’ efforts and demoralise the workforce. This is why unless
the democratic organs of workers’ control and struggle, the commiss-
ions, the factory committees move on to the read of the struggle for
political power, the gains-already made will be lost.. ..

CONCLUSIONS

Since 25th November there has been a stabilisation. Yet the ac-
ute economic ctisis, and the fact that the workers’ organisations re-
main essentially intact, pose the continuing possibility of new work-
ing-class explosions — or of a sharp attack by the right wing to, imp-
ose an Argentine-type solution to the economic crisis.

Revolutionaries should of course be involved in every econ-
omie and political struggle waged by the industrial and agricult-
ural workers against the return of factories to their old owners,
against unemployment,. against rapidly falling real wages. In each
and every one of these fights, they must argue for maximum
unity in action of all sections of workers, for solidarity and supp-
ort action. But they must also argue for full freedom for polit-
jca! tendencies inthe workers movement t6. argue their stvftegy.
Over the last two years the Portuguese workers have suffered
both bureaueratically imposed ‘unity’ from the CP, the crush-
ing of free speech within the workers’ movement, aimed some-
times against the SP, sometimes against the revolutionary left.
They have also suffered from the left groups internecine fact-
ionalism which disrupted unity in action. Revolutionaries must
offer to fight alongside CP, SP and non-party workers for a
united front against the bourgeois offensive. Lo

. The fact remains that the vast majority of workers and sect-
ions of the petit-bourgeoisie still give their allegiance to the ref-
ormist workers’ parties, the PCPand thePPS. Despite their resp-
ective protestations during the elections, both Cunhal and
Soares want to govern in alliance with forces representing the
bourgeoisie — either the MFA generals or the E.W. Any permu-
tation of this sort in the context of Portugal’s deep economic
crisis will be an anti- working class government attempting to
solve wﬁw mimw at the expense of the working class gains made
since 1374, . ,

The millions of CP and SP voters-did not vote for this, At the

_ very least, they voted to keep the CDS, the PPD, dnd the right

wing generals off their backs. The fight for 2 workers’ united

Purnt manct ctart hara and naw in averv strugela but it cannot g



thems The call for the front cannot exclude these parties them-
seives, Indeed, to specifically exclude one or other ' or both of
them. because they are “social-fascist’” or * the main bulwark of -
reaction” is stupid ultra-leftism. o

What are the basic planks of a united front platform in the
wﬂ««.nﬁ situation? . _

1) Defence of and solidarity with all struggles over wages, cond- )

itions, and workers’ control. Defence of the nationalised indus-

tries against return to their former bosses.

(2)Defence of the agricultural workers and their cooperatives

against economic sabotage and against the restriction or rever-

sal of the agrarian reform,

Amw w% osition to repression against soldiers, For full democr-

atic nww for soldiers, including the election of officers by ass-

emblies in the barracks. _

(4) Against unemployment. For full maintenance and a progr-

amme of public works under workers’ control.

(5) Defence of the democratic rights won by the workers, free-

dom of assembly,workers’ control of the media, against legal

restrictions on the {rade unions. For disbandment of the para-
military police and for armed workers’ defence squads.

mw ainst the military presidential system.Sovereignty of the

m- ative Assembly. -

Revolutionary nucleus in Portugal shall fight for the united
action of the workers’ organisations round each of the demands
of this platform.

The united front tactic does not stop short at the question of

- what sort of government the workers need. Of course revolution
aries believe and say that the onl moqs.bn_o:_» that can act
consistently, wholeheartedly and effectively for the workers is
one based on workers’, peasants’ and soldiers’ councils — a gov-
emment which is the executive of the dictatorship of the prol-

_ etariat itself. We support, if necessary, the forcible dispersal of
of bourgepis-democratic parliamentary assemblies in favour of
the power of workers’ councils and reject the idea of a peaceful
coexistence of the power of workers’ councils and a bourgeois
democratic state. :

" However revolutionaries do not simply wait for this and make
da sbout it Within the ranks of workers in struggle, as.

of the struggle for the united front, they call for & workers’

government w would carry through these vital measures
which would above 21l arm the workers against reaction. Revol-
utionaries would support such a government, though'it consist-
ed of non-revolutionary socialists, against all reacttonary forces
—arms in hand, if necessary. They would also fight to make it
answerable to th
would  eriticise every vacillation, every weakness, not hidin
the fact that such a government would either be transitional
the dictatorship of the proletariat or it would again go down
before the forces of counter-revolution.

This situation is of couise not on'the order of the day, though

any massive resurgence by the working class could put it there.

e various workers’ councils and commissions. They

At the moment,the workers’ parties have a majority in the
Legislative Assembly. Revolutionaries should urge the workers’
inthe CP and the SP to force their parties to break with the
generals and the bourgeois parties and form a government. Given
the nature of the SP andCP, of Cunhal and Soares, this govern-
ment would only act in the workers’ interests treacherously and
episodically to the extent that the workers forced it'to — revol-
utionaries would support every action of this type while merci-
lessly criticising and joining with the rank and file of these
parties in fighting every anti-working class act. .
Only these tactics and demands, fought for in"every workers
peasants’ and soldiers’ organisation — in the unions of the
Inter Syndical, in the workers and neighbourhood commissions,
in the agricultural cooperatives in the barracks — can mobilise
the forces necessary to stem the tide of reaction and put the
question of workers’ power firmiy on the agenda again.

. BB



